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To understand the diffusion of aerospace knowledge, (Ford & Honeycutt, 1992; Goldman, 1994; Kato & Kato, 1992; Maher & Wong, 1994; McNamara & Hayashi, 1994; and Ohsumi, 1995 Japan as a homogeneous society has nurtured its people to communicate according to the principle of Ishin-denshin or "if it is in one heart, it will be transmitted to another heart" (Kato & Kato, 1992, p. x) .
In essence, a message should be conveyed to a receiver without using many words because both parties are aA 5 -point scalewas u_d to measure ability with "T' being passably and "'5" being fluently; hence, the higher the average (mean) the greater the ability of survey respondentsto speak/read the language.
bThis is the native language for these respondents.
Japanese respondents reported proficiency in reading and speaking English whereas the U.S. respondents reported little proficiency in reading and speaking Japanese ( Table I ). The study of the English language is compulsory in Japan beginning in the seventh grade, and proficiency in a third language is compulsory in colleges and universities in Japan, giving the Japanese "a major linguistic advantage over their U.S. counterparts" (Grayson, 1984, p. 216 people, writing appears to be a collaborative process for both groups. Japanese and U.S. aerospace engineers and scientists were asked to assess the influence of group participation on writing productivity (Table 4) . Only 35% of the Japanese respondents and 32% of the U.S. respondents indicated that group writing is more productive than writing alone. Eighteen percent of the Japanese respondents and 32% of the U.S. respondents found that group writing is about as productive as writing alone, and 26% of the Japanese respondents and 20% of the U.S. respondents found that writing in a group is less productive than writing alone. 
Use of Libraries
Almost all of the respondents indicated that their organization has a library. Unlike the U.S. participants (9%), about 43% of the Japanese respondents indicated that the library was located in the building where they worked. About 55% of the Japanese and 88% of the U.S. respondents indicated that the library was outside the building in which they worked but was located nearby. For52%oftheJapanese group, thelibrary was located 1 kilometer or lessfromwhere theyworked. Forabout 81%oftheU.S. respondents, thelibrary was located 1.0 mileorlessfromwhere theyworked. Respondents wereasked toindicate thenumber of times theyhadvisited theirorganization's libraryin the past 6 months (Table 7) . Overall andstatistically, the Japanese respondents used theirorganization's library more thantheirU.S. counterparts did. Theaverage use rateforJapanese respondents wasX =20.9during the past6 monthscompared to X =9.2 for the U.S. respondents. Themedian 6-month userates forthetwo groups were10.0 and4.0, respectively. 
Respondents
were also asked to rate the importance of electronic networks in performing their present duties (Table I0) . Importance was measured on a 5-point scale with 1 = not at all important and 5 = very important.
Statistically, U.S. respondents rated electronic networks more important than did their Japanese counterparts.
More Japanese (18.1%)than U.S. respondents (I 1.2%) The average (mean) importance ratings are shown in Table  12 .
The Japanese respondents rated the 
